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. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION " MONTH ( S > FROM 
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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 August 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) 1,2 and 4-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 0 Claim(s) 1-2 and 4-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121 (d) 

1 1 )U The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S C § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on August 
31 , 2004 has been entered. 



New Rejections 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4, 7-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Butler in view of Zhu. 

Butler relates to a textured film having a layer of permanent adhesive on one surface 
and a layer of low adhesion backsize (LAB) on the opposite surface. The LAB is 



pattern-coated on the film and includes silica particles as fillers. The coating can be 0.01 
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to 25 microns thick. The filler present is 0.1 to 20%. However, Butler fails to teach that 
the LAB coated film surface is visually uniform. Zhu discloses a coating composition of 
LAB comprising colloidal silica dispersion wherein the particle size can be larger, that 
will not diminish the LAB properties but will changes the visual properties. The particle 
size of Zhu can be typically upto 1 micron in diameter, which would include the claimed 
size of "at least I micron". Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to utilize Zhu's teaching of using larger size silica particles in LAB in the 
invention of Butler with the motivation to obtain uniformity of film surface. 

5. Claims 5-6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over butler in view of Zhu and Blackwell. 

Butler and Zhu, as discussed above, fails to teach that the strips are stacked to form a 

pad. Blackwell discloses a tap pad or roll comprising two different LABs on the back 

surface of the tape to facilitate dispensing of the strips from the stack or roll. Therefore, 

it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to utilize Blackwell's 

teaching of providing the strips in a pad form with a pattern two different LABs in the 

invention of Butler with the motivation to facilitate dispensing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and us.ng it, m such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any perTon skNIed fn Ihe 
V? S? " P ertains - or with w "ich it is most nearly connected, to make and use me same and shal? 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his fnvention 
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7. Claims 1-2 and 4-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

The phrase "average particle diameter of the particulate is at least about 1 
micron" is found to be new matter in the absence of any support for it in the 
specification. The specification recites in page-2 that the particle diameter is in the 
range of 1 to 10 micrometers. However, the invention as claimed refers to a diameter of 
"at least 1 micron" which supports the lower end of the disclosed range but the upper 
end of the claimed range is not supported by the specification. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nasser Ahmad whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1487. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 
7:30AM to 5:00PM. The examiner can also be reached on alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon, can be reached on (703) 308-4251 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1700. 

Nasser Ahmad 

Primary Examiner 

k. a i_ Art Unit 1772 

N. Ahmad. 

November 23, 2004. 



